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the plaintiffs protesting against the release of the union officials
from the suit5 but the Court of Appeal in April, 1895, preserved
the status quo and dismissed both appeal and cross-appeal.

Rufus Isaacs had borne the brunt of the argument on the
cross-appeal, the only aspect of the case upon which the Court
desired to hear the plaintiffs' counsel, since Lawson Walton was
for much of the time detained elsewhere. But his appearances in
the Court of Appeal had already been frequent and it no longer
held any terrors for him.

He was now, however, to invade exalted and hitherto unex-
plored ground. In spite of his considerable practice he had never
yet found himself before the awe-inspiring tribunal of the House
of Lords, but this experience was now to be accorded him by the
pertinacity of Mr. Allen, his advisers and backers.

There was a lull while the opposing forces were marshalled
for the decisive battle, and it was not until December of 1896
that the Lord Chancellor, Lord Halsbury, supported by Lords
Watson, Herschell, MacNaghten, Morris, Shand and Davey, sat
to hear the case. But this proved only a preliminary skirmish,
for on the fourth day, after hearing Arthur Cohen, K.C., who
had now come in to lead Robson, as well as Robson himself, their
Lordships decided in the midst of Lawson Walton's argument
that the point at issue was of such difficulty and importance that
they desired to take the opinion of the judges of the High Court
upon it before forming their own views.

They accordingly adjourned the hearing until March 25,
1897, when the case was again fully argued before the same
court, reinforced by Lord Ashbourne and Lord James of Hereford
and in the presence of eight judges headed by that great legal
"character," Mr. Justice Hawkins, afterward Lord Brampton.

It was not until late in the afternoon of the fourth day of the
hearing that Lawson Walton resumed his seat and Rufus Isaacs
rose in some trepidation to follow him.

Their Lordships did not present an encouraging appearance.
They had been subjected to lengthy and intensive bombardment
by authority and argumentation and they were weary and dis-
inclined for any fresh attack. Rufus Isaacs' earlier remarks were
received in a drowsy silence $ but, as he warmed to his task,
first Lord Morris lifted an interested head and soon the rest of
the court began to listen attentively. On the next morning his
apology for further taking up their Lordships' time was met by
the Lord Chancellor with the request that he should not in any
way .curtail his argument, and thus reassured he continued until
the luncheon adjournment. After Robson had replied, the Lord